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As a means of evaluating its nursing curriculum, the 
Los Angeles Community College District conducted a follow-up survey 
of 111 nursing graduates: 33 white graduates of Los Angeles Pierce 
College: 17 Black graduates of Los Angeles Southwest College: 27 
Hispanic graduates of i:ast Los Angeles College: 19 Asian/Pacific 
Islander graduates of Los .Angeles City Colleges: and a Paul 1 1 -eth nic 
group of 15 Graduates from Los Angeles Valley College, The survey 
instrument solicited information concerning: CI) the usefulness and 
students 1 use of tutoring, the value of repetition of course content, 
and the adequacy of instruction in each specialized area of nursing: 
(2) the value of various educational experiences in preparing 
students to take the State Board examinations % f 3 1 the perceived 
strengths or weaknesses of the college program with respect to a 
variety of clinical experiences, hospital training, and review 
courses: and (4t personal information, such as age, year of 
graduation, continuing education activities, and number of hours 
working while in school, Selected findings reveal that 65S of the 
respondents worked while in college and that approximately 20% had 
used college tutoring services. The graduates felt that more clinical 
experience should have been provided and that they Mere least 
prepared for the psychiatric nursing component of the board 
examination, The study report tabulates findings by college. (JP» 
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PURPOSE OF THE STUDY 



In conjunction with a project, "Hu.-.ilth Occupations In-Servists Education", 
cHr^-o.-' Lino,; F ri ri ch of the- LACC \'yr \ Acuity,- rhr v^s^-arrh "ffir.. 
wan a shod assist in the development and analysis of a questionnaire to be 
sent to recent Nursing Graduates of five District colleges, o t fch coll ■.■■-»■? 
sample to consist of a specific ethnic group. The purports of .he reject 
was n to examine the relevance of current educational curriculum aru.. practices 
to industry demands". This study analyzes the responses to the questionnaire 
sent to the graduates. 



P ROCE DURE OF THE STUD Y 

The questionnaire was designed to provide information concerning: 

(1) Current specialty practices in each field of expertise 

(2) The relevancy of che educational preparation as it relates 
to on-the-job demands, 

(3) Perceived strengths and weaknesses of the specific college 
educational program. 

The instrument was to be mailed by each of the five colleges to 
thirty recent graduates, Completed questionnaires were furnished to the 
LACC Research Office and analysed as indicated in the following section. 



FIN DINGS 

The following Table I shows the participating colleges, the ethnic 
group targeted, and the number of completed questionnaires received, 

TA BLE 1 - Distribution of Responses 



College Ethnic Gr oup No. Responding 



(P) Pierce Anglo 33 

(S) Southwest Black 17 

(V) Valley Multi-ethnic 15 

(E) East L.A, Hispanic 21 

CO LACC Asian/Pacific ' 19 



(T) Total 111 



The following tables summarize responses of each of these five groups 
(and the total) to the questions asked. 
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• Number of 
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pay while a s\ 
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o J 2 
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36-40 


9 
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.1 1 6 


over 40 
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Total 


33 


17 


15 


27 


19 111 


Median No ^ 


Hrs . 16 


0 


_6 
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18 17 














% Working 


64 


41 


5 3 


78 


79 65 



TABLE 3 - The clinical experience in your ^ ^.J 31 ^^ 1 ^, ccn ^" ed -; 



S V E C Tqt^l 



















1, not enough different experiences (0) 


3 




4 


6 


19 


3 
11 


40 


2, enough different experiences (1) 


2 9 




13 


9 


8 


70 


3, too many different experiences (2) 


0 






0 


0 


0 


0 


Total 


32 




17 __ 


15 


27_ 


19 




Mean 




9 


0.3 


0 


. 6 0 . 3 




0,6 


TABLE 4 - The clinical experience in your 


R. 


N. 


program 


included j 








P 






V 


, E 


c 


Total 


1, not enough time at the hospital (0) 


14 




5 


8 


16 


16 




2, enough time at the hospital (1) 






10 


7 


11 






3. too much time at the hospital (2) 


0 




i 


0 


0 


0 


1 


Total 


33 




16 


15 


27 


19 


110 


Mean 


. 0, 


6 


0.8 


0 


.5 0,4 


0.2 


0.5 



TABLE 5 If you took a State Board review course, whire and from wliom^cUc^ 
you tak e it? 



use 

CSU 
ELAC 
LASW 
LACC 

Long Beach 



p 
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V 


E 


C 


Total 




1 


0 
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13 
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11 
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2 
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1 
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TABLE 5 - Continued 
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:7 
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Total 
















Pasadcma 
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0 




3 






2 
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1 


0 




NBR 
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1 


0 


0 


0 


1 


Mini Monk 


0 


1 


0 


0 


0 


1 


Individ a a 1 M ame 


0 


0 


0 


0 


7 


7 


Total 


5 


10 


10 


18 


15 




tciki?v _f course 


15 


59 


67 


67 


79 


5 2 



TAD LIT 5 - If you studied in a group for the State Boards, was ther e a 
leader_ i n_the group? 



yes 
no 



Total 



p 


S 


V 


E 


C 


Total 




2 


4 


2 


9 


1 


18 


16 


0 


5 


7 


1 


29 


15 


13 




11 


17 


64 


3 3 


17 


15 


27 


10 


111 



TABLE 7 - If you E>udied_in a gr oup for your class work, was there a leader 
in _the group? 



yes 
no 



p 


S 


V 


E 


C 


Total 




6 


1 


9 


3 


24 


17 


2 


7 


7 


5 


38 




9 


7 


10 


11 


48 


33 


17 


15 


26 


19 


110 



TABLE 8 - 



t he" tutoring help? 



(a) Medical-Surgical Nursing 
helped a lot 
helped a little 
did not help 
hurt 

Total 
% used tutoring 



; in 


which 


you US€ 


ad tutoring , 


how much did 
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Total 
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2 
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0 


4 
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23 


0 


24 


47 


30 


21 






Con tinned 



Total 



(b) Obstetr ical Nursing 
helped a lot 
hoXpud a little 
did not help 
hurt 

Total 



(c) Pediatric Nursing 
helped a lot 
helped a little 
did not help 
hurt 



(d) 



Total 
% used tutoring 



P s y c h 1 at rig N ur si ng 
helped a lot 
helped a little 
did not help 
hurt 



0 
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2 
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9 
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20 
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24 
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28 


21 


18 
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1 


2 


3 


0 


0 


0 


0 
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_4_ 






4 




0 


24 


33 


19 


21 


16 


0 
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9 
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Total _JD _4_ 

% used tutoring 0 2 9 27 



33 



21 



_22_ 

20 



(e) 



Reading 

helped a lot 
helped a little 

" did not help 
hurt 
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1 


2 
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6 
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3 
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3 


5 




0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 





Total 



(f) Mathematics 



helped a lot 
helped a little 
did not help 
hurt 



Total 
used tutoring 
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14 


F 0 


18 


20 


15 


21 


13 
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15 
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0 
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Q_ 


__6_ 


_6___ 
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4 ' 


_23_ 
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. 35 


40 


26 


21 


21 
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TABLE S - Continued 



P S V E C Total 



(g) 


Microbiology 
















helped a lot 


0 
n 


2 


0 


J 

1 


0 

1 


5 

" 




ho I;-. ; : ; :: l I e 
did not hulp 


0 


0 


1 


9 


3 


u 




hurt 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 




Total 


0 


3 


3 


b 


4 


__16_ 




used tutoring 


0 


1& 


20 


? ? 


21 


14 


(h) 


Zoology, Anatomy Physiology 
















helped a lot 


0 


2 


0 


4 


0 


6 




helped a little 


1 


1 




0 


1 


5 




did not help 


0 


0 


1 


2 


3 


6 




hurt 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 



Total _ 3 __ 4 _ 

% used tutoring 0 18 20 22 21 15 



TABLE 9 - Sometimes , information on a topic is repeated in more than one 
class. For any areas where there was repetition of subject 
matter fr om one class to anothe r, please indicate whether such. 
repetition was necessary or unnecessary. 



P S V E C Total 



(a) Medical-Surgical Nursing 

repetition necessary 23 16 13 16 18 86 

repetition unnecessary " ^ 1 0 0 2 0 3 

no repetition 4 0 2 3 0 9 



Total 28 16 15 21 18 98 



(b) Obstetrical Nursing 

repetition necessary 11 11 9 7 9 47 

repetition unnecessary 112 3 0 7 

no repetition 16 0 3_ 7 9 35 



Total 28 12 14 17 18 89 



( c } Pediatric Nursing 

repetition necessary 15 11 10 i.l 14 61 

repetition unnecessary 112 10 5 

no repetition 13 0 1 7 4 25 



Total 29 12 13 19 18 91 
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TABLE 9 - Continued 



p S V __E C Total 

( d ) Psychiat ric N ursing 

r e petition na c e s s a r y 
r gpe tit ion unn e c e s sa r y 
n o r e p e t: i 1 1 o n 

Total 26 13 15 18 IB 90 
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.14 


59 
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13 
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4 





TABLE 10 - With respect to the State B oard exam inatio ns, please indicate 
the" u sefulness of each type of learnin g experience . 



Total 



(a) 



(b) 



















Audio-visual Presentations 














very useful 


(2) 


4 


] 1 


4 


7 


3 


29 


useful 


(i) 


22 


3 


10 


12 


14 


61 


not useful 


(0) 


5 


3 


1 


3 


1 


13 




Total 


_31._ 


JJ_ 


15 _ 


22 


10 _ 


103 




Mean 


1,0 


1.5 


1.2 


1.2 


1.1 


1.2 


Classroom Lecture 


& Discussion 












very useful 


(2) 


26 


13 


10 


17 


15 


81 


useful 


(i) 


7 


4 


3 


8 


4 


26 


not useful 


(0) 


0 


0 


2 


0 


0 


2 



Total 
Mean 



_33 

1.8 



_17_ 
1,8 



_15 

1, 5 



23_ 
1.7 



A 9 - 
1, 



109 



1-7 



(c) 



ns 



very useful 


(2) 


13 


12 


12 


12 


12 


61 


useful 


(1) 


18 


3 


2 


12 


6 


41 


not useful 


(0) 


1 


2 


1 


0 


1 


5 




Total 


32 


17 


IS 


24 


19 


107 




Mean 


1,4 


1.6 


1.7 


1.5 


1,6 


1 



(d) Fiel d T rips 



very useful 


(2) 


3 


4 


1 


2 


2 


12 


useful 


(1) 


9 


6 


7 


11 


8 


41 


not useful 


(0) 


15 


4 


5 


9 


6 


39 




Total 


27 




^3_ 




_L6_ 


_92 




Mean 


0,6 


1.0 


0,7 


0,7 


0.8 


0.7 



8 



7 



TABLE 10 



Continued 



V 



Total 



(f) 



(i) 



( e ) Professional Jour n a 1 s 



very useful 


(2) 


9 


10 


1 


4 


3 


27 


useful 


(15 


20 


7 


13 


14 


.11 




not useful 


(05 


4 


0 


1 


5 


4 


14 



Total 
Mean 

Review of Classroom Notes 



_33_ 17 j S__ _23 IB ^ 

1.2 1.6 1-0 1.0 0,9 



106 



1.1 



very useful 


(2) 


24 


13 


9 


11 


11 


68 


useful 


(1) 


9 


3 


4 


9 


6 


31 


not useful 


(0) 


0 


0 


2 


3 


2 


7 



Total 


33 16 


15 


2 3 


19 106 


Mean 


1,7 1.8 


1.5 


1 , 3 


1.5 1,6 



(g) Study of Testbook s 



vary useful 


(2) 


2 3 


16 


12 


16 


14 


81 


useful 


(1) 


10 


1 


3 . 


S 


5 


27 


not useful 


(0) 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 



Total 
Mean 



J3_ 
1.7 



_17 

1,9 



15 

i.a 



1.7 



19 

1.7 



108 

1,8 



(h) Gen, Ed. Courses in Curriculum 



very useful 


(2) 


3 


8 


2 


6 


2 


21 


useful 


(1) 


22 


7 


7 


12 


13 


61 


not useful 


(0) 


a 


1 


6 


8 


4 


27 




Total 


33 


16 


15 


26 


19 


109 




Mean 


1.0 


1.3 


1.2 


1.3 


0.8 


1.1 


Out-of -class 1 


Teacher Contacts 












very useful 


(2) 


7 


7 


4 


10 




29 


useful 


(1) 


14 


5 


9 


6 


12 


46 


not useful 


(0) 


7 


3 


1 


4 


4 


19 



Total 
Mean 



Jl 8 _ 
1,8 



A 5 „ 
1.3 



JL 4 „ 

1.2 



20 __ 
1.3 



_17_ 
0, 



94 
1.1 



( j 5 Contact with Hospital Personnel 



very useful 


(2) 


7 


5 


2 


5 


4 


23 


useful 


(1) 


20 


7 


7 


12 


7 


53 


not useful 


(0) 


4 


2 


6 


9 


5 


26 



Total 
Mean 



31 


14 


IS 


26 


16 


102 


1.1 


1.2 


0. ) 


0.8 


0,9 


1.0 
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TABLE 10 - Continued 



Total 



(m) 



(o) 



(k") Contacts with Fellow Students 



very useful 
useful 

not useful 



(2) 
(1) 

(0) 

Total 
Mean 



11 
19 

u 



6 11 

7 12 



11 



41 

56 




(1) Term Papers, Nursing Care Plans 



very useful 


(2) 


5 


7 


2 


7 


5 


26 


useful 


(15 


18 


8 


10 


15 


11 


62 


not useful 


(0) 


9 


2 


3 


4 


2 


20 




Total 


32 






_2G 


_18_ 


108 




Mean 


0,9 


1.3 


0,9 


1.1 


1.2 


1.1 


Pre & Post Conf , 


in Clin, 


Fac, 













very useful 
useful 
not useful 



(2) 


9 


11 


1 


8 


6 


35 


(1) 


. 13 


5 


7 


11 


8 


44 


(0) 


10 


1 


6 


5 


5 


27 


Total 


33 


17 


14 


24 


19 


106 


Mean 


1.0 


1.6 


0,6 


1.1 


1.1 


1 



(n) Clinical Experiences (in terms 



very useful 


(2) 


26 


12 




12 




16 




15 


81 




useful 


(1) 


6 


4 




3 




10 




4 


27 




not useful 


(0) 


1 


0 




0 




0 




0 


1 






Total 


33_ 


16 








JL 6 - 




JL9 


109 




























Mean 


1,8 


1, 


8 


1 




i 


.6 


1.8 


1 , 


,7 


Cognitive Mapping 


(if e 


xperienced) 




















very useful 


(25 


0 


2 




0 




i 




1 


4 




useful 


(15 


1 


1 




0 




2 




0 


4 




not useful 


(0) 


0 


0 




2 




0 




1 


3 






Total 


1 


3 




2 




3 




2 


11 






Mean 


1.0 


1, 


7 


0 


,0 


1 


.3 


1.0 


1. 


.1 



TABLE II - Below are 



of t he areas covered on' y our St ate Boards^ 
Please in dicate (I) areas in which you fe lt strongest , average 
and veakest", and (2) "whether you felt yo ur instruction was 
sufficient » 
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mBLE 11 - Continued 



<"it.il 



(a) 



(b) 



TTnript^yto n r\ R N Role 


(incl , 


, legal ) 












strong 


(2) 


16 


1 


5 


5 


7 


40 


average 


(1) 


15 


8 


7 


13 


10 


53 


weak 


(0) 


1 


0 


1 


4 


2 


8 




Total 


32 


15 


13 


22 


19 


101 




Mean 


1.5 


1.5 


1.3 


1,0 


1.2 


1.3 


i ust. mo r q t h a n 
















sufficient 


(2) 


8 


2 


3 


1 


3 


17 


ins t . sufficient 


(1) 


22 


13 




16 


11 


70 


inst, not suffic, 


(0) 


i 


1 


j 


6 


5 


17 



Total 
Mean 

Obstetrical Nursing 



_32 _i 6 _ 

1.2 1.1 



_14_ _23__ _19_ 
1.0 0,8 0.9 



_104_ 
1,0 



strong 

average 

weak 



(2) 
(1) 
(0) 

Total 
Mean 



16 


10 


3 


5 


7 


41 


15 


6 


6 


14 


10 


51 


2 


1 


5 


5 


! 2 


15 



_3 3_ JL7_ 
1.4 1.5 



JL4_ _24_ _19 
0,9 1.0 1.3 



107 



i .; 



inst, more than 



sufficient 


(2) 


10 


6 


1 


5 


3 


25 


inst . sufficient 


(1) 


21 


10 


5 


10 


12 


58 


inst, not suffic. 


(0) 


0 


1 


S 


B . 


4 


21 



Total 

Mean 



Jl_ _JL7_ _ 14__ _2 3_ 

1,3 1,3 0,5 0,9 0,9 



104 



1.0 



(c) Medical-Sur gi cal Nursing 



strong 
average 
we ak 



(2) 
(1) 
(0) 

Total 
Mean 



21 


8 


6 


9 


5 


49 


12 


4 


7 


12 


11 


46 


0 


5 




3 


2 


11 



_33_ _17_ 
1.6 1.2 



1.4 



I 4 — 
1.2 



la 

1.2 



106 



1,4 



inst . more than 



sufficient 


(2) 


10 


4 


4 


3 


4 


25 


inst, sufficient 


(1) 


21 


8 


8 


13 


14 


64 


inst. not suffic. 


(0) 


2 


5 


2 


7 


0 


16 


Total 


33 


17 


14 


23 


18 


.-.05 




Mean 


1. 


2 0.9 


1*1 


0,8 


1.2 


1,1 



ERIC 



11 



10 



TABLE 11 - Continued 









P 








v 




r 




C- 


Tota: 






Pediatric Nursing 
























— 




strong 


(2) 


13 




10 




6 




■ 4 




5 


38 






averaae 


(1) 


14 




6 




7 




16 




12 


55 








(0) 


5 




0 




1 




4 






AIL 








Total 


32 




16 








24 




19 


1 U 5 


- 






Mean 


1, 


.2 


1. 


. 6 


1 


. 4 


1 


. 0 


1.2 


1 . 






ini^ . more than 




























sbfi icient 


(2) 


10 




7 




4 




3 




5 


, } 9 






inst, sufficient 


(1) 


16 




9 




8 




15 




11 


•:o 






--- 

inst. not suffic* 


(0) 


4 




1 




2 




5 




3 


< 15 








Total 


30 




17 




14 




24 




i n 

J 9 


104 








Mean 


1 


. 2 


1, 


,4 


1 


.1 


0 


. 9 


1*1 


1. 


. 1 




Psychiatric Nursing 


























strong 


(2 5 


8 




7 




3 




13 




3 


34 






average 




13 




9 




8 




6 




9 


45 






weak 


(0) 


12 




1 




3 


/ 


4 




6 


26 








Total 


33 




17 




jf. 




2 3 




18 


105 








Mean 




,9 


l s 


4 


/i. 


.0 


1. 


.4 


0.8 


1. 


1 




inst. m. • r e th an 1 




























sufficient 


(2) 


- , - 1 




6 




6 




6 




3 


22 






inst* sufficient 


(15 


15 




10 




6 




17 




7 


55 






inst. not suffic. 


(0) 


16 




1 




2 




1 




9 


29 








Total 


32 




17 




14 




24 




19 


106 








Mean 




5 


1, 


3 


1, 


3 


1. 


2 


0.7 


0. 


9 




Nursing Process 




























strong 


(2) 


6 




9 




3 




4 




2 


24 






average 


(1) 


23 




8 




9 




15 




14 


69 






weak 


(0) 


2 




0 




1 




4 




2 


9 








Total 


_31^ 




17 




13 




- 23 




10 


102 








Mean 


1, 


1 


1, 


5 


1, 


2 


' 1. 


0 


1,-0 


1. 


1 




inst., more than 




























sufficient 


(2) 


4 




5 




1 




1 




4 


' 15 






inst, sufficient* 


(1) 


20 




11 




10 




14 




9 


64 






inst. not suffic . 


(05 


3 




0 




3 




8 




5 . 


19 








Total 


27 




16 




14 




23 




18 i 


98 








Mean 


1, 


2 


1. 


4 


1, 


4 


L 


2 


1.2 




3 



12 
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TABLE II - Continued 

p q C E C Total 



(g) Social Sciences (Psych,, Soc . ) 
strong 
average 
weak 



inst. more than 

sufficient 
inst, sufficient 
inst* not suffic, 



(2) 


9 


5 


5 


5 


3 


27 


(1) 


21 


9 


8 


16 


16 


70 


(0) 


2 


0 


0 


0 


0 


4 


Total 


32 


14 


13__ 




^9 


99 


Mean 


1.2 


1.4 


1.4 


1 , 2 


1,2 


1.3 


(2) 


2 


5 


3 


5 


3 


18 


(1) 


20 


10 


10 


17 


14 


71 


(0) 


4 


0 


*1 


1 


2 


8 


Total 


26 


_15 




__23 




97 


Mean 


0,9 


1.3 


LI 


• 1.2 


LI 


1.1 



TABLE 12 - Age 

F 5 V E C Total 



Under 20 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


20-24 


1 


1 


2 


2 


4 


10 


25p29 
30=34 


10 
4 


2 
9 


3 
4 


2 
0 


11 

2 


28 
19 


35-39 


4 


1 


1 ' " 


1 


2 


9. 


over 40 


10 . 


4 


4 


1 


0 


19 



Total _29 _J/7 _14 — _6_ _19 

Median Age 34 32 32 27 27 



TABLE 13 - Year Graduated from RN Program 





P 


S 


V 


E 


c 


Total 














1981 


0 


4 


0 


1 


. 1 


6 


1980 


10 


5 


13 


3 


4 


35 


1979 


2 


1 


0 


2 


5 


10 


1978 


1 


1 


0 


3 


2 


7 


1977 


5 


1 


0 


2 


3 


11 


1976 


1 


1 


0 


4 


■ 4 


10 


1975 


4 , 


2 


0 


0 


0 


6 


1974 


2 


0 


0 


0 


0 


2 


1973 


3 


1 


0 


0 


0 


4 


1972 


i 


1 


0 


0 


0 


2 


Total 29 


17 


13 


15 


19 


93 



13 



12 



TABLE 14 - Pursuit of Higher Education 



now pursuing 
not now pursuing 



Total 
% Pursuing 

If yes, levejt? 
2 year 

Undergraduate BSN 
Undergraduate Other 
Graduate Nursing 
Graduate Other 

Total 



TABLE 15 - Continuing Education 



How soon after graduation 
did you start continue 
ing education? 
1st year 
j^hd year 
after 3rd year 

Total 



Continuing education was done 
inservice 
formal education 



Total 



In the area of: 



medical nursing 
surgical nursing 
pediatrics 
critical care 
psychiatric 
maternity 
oncology 
other (1 each) 



p 


s 


V 


E 


C 


Tota 1 














9 


7 


4 


8 


10 


38 


16 


8 


10 


6 


9 


49 


25 


15 _ 


_14 


^4_ 


19 


87 


36 


47 


29 


57 


53 


44 


I 


0 


0 


0 


0 


1 


J 


□ 
o 


A 
H 


R 
=? 


g 


28 


2 


1 


3 


2 


2 


10 


0 


0 


0 


1 


0 


1 


4 


1 


0 


1 


0 


6 


10 


10 


7 


9 


10 


46 


P 


s 


C 


E 


c 


Total 



Total 



13 


7 


9 


7 


12 


48 


4 


2 


1 


4 


4 


15 


3 


2 


0 


3 


0 


8 


20 


11 


10 


14 


16 


71 


done % 












20 


5 


8 


10 


12 


55 


14 


6 


4 


6 


7 


37 


34 


11 


12 


16 


19 


92 


12 


1 


3 


4 


12 


32 


10 


0 


2 


1 


5 


18 


3 


1 


1 


2 


3 


10 


3 


3 


0 


2 


2 


10 


2 


2 


0 


1 


2 


7 


1 


2 


2 


1 


0 


6 


4 


0 


0 


0 


2 


6 


1 


4 


3 


I 


' 0 


y 


36 


13 


11 


12 


26 


98 



o 



14 



13 



TABLE 16 - Summary of Co mments (Suggestions for improving program) 

P S V E C Total 



More clinical time 


7 ■ 


1 


2 


6 


11 


27 


Improve instruction (gen) 


6 


0 


6 


2 


10 


24 


More on team leading 


0 


0 


2 


0 


4 


6 


Improve instruction (psy. 


) 3 


0 


0 


0 


n 


5 


More basics^how to study , 














take tests 


0 


u 


A 

u 


*3 
J 


o 


3 


Too much busywork 


1 


0 


0 


0 


1 


-} 


More info on IV 's 


1 


0 


I 


0 


0 


2 


Broader Med . -Surg . content 0 


1 


0 


i 


0 


2 


Less time with A-V 


1 


0 


1 


0 


0 


2 


More study groups 


Q 


0 


0 


2 


0 


-> 


More on "Total Patient 














Care" 


0 


0 


1 


1 


0 


2 


Better screening for 














admission to program 


0 


0 


1 


1 


0 


2 


Total No, of Comments 


19 


2 


_ ii 


16 


28 




No. of Students Comm. 


18 


2 


_ 10 


il 


_ ±1 


61__ 


% Commenting 


55 


12 


67 


52 


89 


55 



SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS 

This study summarizes responses to a survey of recent Nursing 
graduates in five district colleges, each college group to represent a 
specific ethnic background (with one exception , Valley College/ where 
it was decided to have a multi-ethnic group). Responses were received 
from 111 students, as follows i Pierce (Anglo) - 33, Southwest (Black) - 
17 , Valley (Multi -ethnic) - 15, East L . A. (Hispanic) .- 27, and L.A.C.C. 
(Asian/Pacific) — 19. 

Following are some observations on the findings ; 

(1) 65% of the students indicated they worked while attending college. 
Highest % working were LACC and East L . A . r , lowest Southwest . 

(2) Median age of respondents (presumably at time of responding) was 
31; lowest median age was at East L.A. and LACC, highest at Pierce, 

(3) One third of the respondents graduated in 1980 (100% at Vail ) ,- 
Pierce and Southwest respondents 1 graduation dates went as far back 
as 1972, East L.A. and LACC to 1976* 

(4) About one in five students (most at Valley, none at Pierce) used 
tutoring services. Most of those tutored felt that they were helped, 
especially in mathematics, 

(5) Students from all five colleges agreed that repetition of topics in 
more than one class is necessary in all the Nursing areas, especially 
in Medical-Surgical Nursing. 




(6) When asked to evaluate types of learning experiences, students 
rated study of textbooks f classroom lecture and discussion , 
clinical experiences, and review of classroom notes as most useful. 
Least useful were field trips, general education courses and 
contacts with hospital personnel. 

(7) When asked concerning their feelings about sections of the State 
Boards, students indicated they felt strongest, in Medical-Surgical 
Nursing, weakest in Psychiatric Nursing, although response differ- 
ences were not great . 

(8) Students felt strongly (especially at East L.A« and LACC) that more 
clinical time at the hospital was needed, 

(9) When asked to offer written comments or suggestions for program 
improvement, slightly over half did so. Nine of ten LACC students 
responded to this invitation, only one in eight from Southwest, in 
their comments, students reaffirmed the need for more clinical time 
and offered some recommendations for classroom instruction improve- 
ment. These recommendations generally called for more lectures, less 
audio-visual , more on team leading, and improvement of presentations 
on Psychiatric Nursing, 

(10) Slightly less than half the respondents are now pursuing higher 

education. Most "continuing education" was "inservicc" training, 
mainly in the areas of medical and surgical nursing. 
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